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DETAILED ACTION 

The following is a Final Office Action in response to communications received 
July 23, 2008. Claims 1 and 4 have been amended. Claims 1-1 1 are currently pending 
and have been considered below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Strub 
et al. (6,825,875) in view of Hayward et al. (7,336,266). 

As per Claim 1, Strub et al. discloses a method of capturing audio, video, and 
additional sensory information during an event for presentation on a portable 
communication device (Abstract, discloses recording audio, video, and physiological 
(i.e. additional sensory information) information during an event), comprising: 

recording a multimedia presentation of the event having video and audio (Col. 8, 
Lines 30-67, discloses recording a multimedia presentation of an event using a 
recording unit having video and audio recording capabilities); and 

presenting the multimedia presentation on the portable communication device 
(Col. 41 , Line 54-Col. 44, Line 21 , discloses presenting the multimedia recording on a 
portable recording display device). 
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However, Strub et al. fails to explicitly disclose having haptic information 
simulating the motion experienced during the event; and a vibration device. 

Hayward et al. discloses the use of haptic devices in conjunction with user- 
interface devices with the concept of combining haptic information simulating the motion 
experience during an event with the multimedia presentation recorded (Col. 4, Lines 6- 
36, discloses combining a haptic effect (i.e. haptic information) simulating the motion 
experienced during the event with sound (i.e. audio) and video of a recorded 
presentation (i.e. DVD, video, or video game)); and selectively activating a vibration 
device in accordance with the haptic information (Abstract; Col. 4, Lines 38-43, 
discloses a haptic device that provides haptic sensations such as vibrations to a user in 
contact with the device). 

Therefore, from the teaching of Hayward et al., it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the hybrid 
recording unit device for use in recording an event of Strub et al. to include haptic 
information simulating the motion experienced during the event; and a vibration device 
as taught by Hayward et al. in order to provide a new modality of sensing and enhance 
human experiences when viewing the multimedia presentation. 

As per Claim 2, Strub et al. discloses the step of recording an event participant's 
heartbeat simultaneously with the recording of the video and audio (Col. 8, Lines 44-67, 
discloses a recording unit adapted to record visual (i.e. video) and audio data in 
reference to an event simultaneously with physiological data (i.e. heart rate) of a 
participant). 
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As per Claim 3, Strub et al. discloses the claimed invention as applied to Claim 
1 , above. However, Strub et al. fails to explicitly disclose synchronizing haptic 
information with the multimedia presentation recorded. 

Hayward et al. discloses the use of haptic devices in conjunction with user- 
interface devices with the concept of synchronizing the haptic information with the 
multimedia presentation recorded (Col. 4, Lines 6-36, discloses synchronizing via 
outputting a corresponding haptic effect with the multimedia presentation recorded (i.e. 
video or DVD). 

Therefore, from the teaching of Hayward et al., it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the hybrid 
recording unit device for use in recording an event of Strub et al. to include 
synchronizing haptic information with the multimedia presentation recorded as taught by 
Hayward et al. in order to provide a new modality of sensing and enhance human 
experiences when viewing the multimedia presentation. 

As per Claim 4, Strub et al. discloses a system of recording and distributing a 
multimedia presentation of an event experienced by a participant to a portable 
communication device (Col. 41, Line 54-Col. 44, Line 21, discloses recording a 
multimedia presentation on a portable recorder and presenting the multimedia recording 
on a portable recording display device), comprising: 

at least one digital camera for recording the event experienced by the participant 
in a video presentation (Col. 14, Lines 16-58, discloses a digital video camera used for 
recording an event experienced by a participant); and 
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a processor for combining the haptic information with the video presentation 
forming the multimedia presentation (Col. 12, Lines 4-52, discloses a data processing 
device (i.e. processor) which compresses the audio and video data recording in order 
provide a display (i.e. presentation) of the audio and video). 

Although, Strub et al. discloses a transmitter (Col. 12, Lines 4-52), Strub et al. 
fails to explicitly disclose the transmitter being wireless. Strub et al. also fails to explicitly 
disclose a haptic information generator and a vibration device. 

Hayward et al. discloses the use of haptic devices in conjunction with user- 
interface devices with the concept of a haptic information generator for generating 
signals simulating the motion experienced at the event (Col. 2, Lines 32-49, discloses 
an actuator and a circuitry coupled together where the circuitry sends a signal to the 
actuator simulating the motion experienced at the event); a wireless transmitter for 
transmitting the multimedia presentation to a portable communication device (Col. 3, 
Lines 1-10, discloses a wireless transmitter configured to communicate between the 
processor and the actuator); and a vibration device (Abstract; Col. 4, Lines 38-43, 
discloses a haptic device that provides haptic sensations such as vibrations to a user in 
contact with the device). 

Therefore, from the teaching of Hayward et al., it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the hybrid 
recording unit device for use in recording an event of Strub et al. to include a haptic 
information generator; a wireless transmitter; and a vibration device as taught by 
Hayward et al. in order to provide a display of the recorded audio and video data while 
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providing a new modality of sensing and enhancing the human experiences when 
viewing the presentation. 

As per Claim 5, Strub et al. discloses a heart monitor for recording the heart 
beat of the participant simultaneously with the recording of the event (Col. 5, Lines 49- 
67, discloses an ECG monitoring device (i.e. heart monitoring device) being used 
simultaneously with the digital video camera). 

As per Claim 6, Strub et al. discloses the event being selected from the group 
comprising an amusement ride, a parachute jump, a concert, a sporting event, and a 
travel adventure (Col. 2, Lines 55-65, discloses the event to include hiking (i.e. a travel 
adventure) or an amusement park). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have an amusement park include amusement rides because it is 
old and well known that have rides at an amusement park. 

As per Claim 7, Strub et al. discloses the event being an amusement ride (Col. 
2, Lines 55-65, discloses the event to include an amusement park). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have an amusement park to include amusement rides because it 
is old and well known to have rides at an amusement park. 

However, Strub et al. fails to explicitly disclose the haptic information being a 
predetermined signal. 

Hayward et al. discloses the use of haptic devices in conjunction with user- 
interface devices with the concept of the haptic information being a predetermined 
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signal (Col. 4, Lines 6-67, discloses the haptic information (i.e. haptic effect) being a 
predetermined signal (i.e. a control signal) that simulates the motion experience of the 
video and audio presentation). 

Therefore, from the teaching of Hayward et al., it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the hybrid 
recording unit device for use in recording an event of Strub et al. to include haptic 
information being a predetermined signal as taught by Hayward et al. in order to provide 
a new modality of sensing and enhance human experiences when viewing the 
multimedia presentation. 

As per Claim 8, Strub et al. discloses the event being recorded from the 
perspective selected from the group comprising the participant's face and the 
participant's visual field (Col. 15, Line 54 - Col. 16, Line 26, discloses the location of the 
recorded at with the visual data acquisition device is mounted being the recorder's head 
in order to obtain a visual point of view of the event). 

3. Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Strub et al. (6,825,875) in view of Hayward et al. (7,336,266) and in further view of 
Abbott, III etal. (6,549,915). 

As per Claim 9, Hayward et al. discloses synchronizing the multimedia 
presentation with the haptic information (Col. 4, Lines 6-36, discloses synchronizing via 
outputting a corresponding haptic effect with the multimedia presentation recorded (i.e. 
video or DVD). However, the Strub et al. and Hayward et al. combination fails to 
explicitly disclose a distribution computer. 
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Abbott, III et al. discloses a method for recording current state information about 
an event with the concept of a distribution computer that uploads the multimedia 
presentation (Abstract and Fig. 3, discloses a computer system that stores (i.e. uploads) 
video and audio data (i.e. multimedia presentation) about an environment). 

Therefore, from the teaching of Abbott, III et al., it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the Strub et 
al. and Hayward et al. combination to include a distribution computer as taught by 
Abbott, III et al. in order to provide later retrieval of information to users so that the user 
may view the presentation at a future time. 

As per Claim 10, Hayward et al. discloses synchronizing the multimedia 
presentation with the haptic information (Col. 4, Lines 6-36, discloses synchronizing via 
outputting a corresponding haptic effect with the multimedia presentation recorded (i.e. 
video or DVD). However, the Strub et al. and Hayward et al. combination fails to 
explicitly disclose a distribution computer. 

Abbott, III et al. discloses a method for recording current state information about 
an event with the concept of a distribution computer that uploads the multimedia 
presentation and a heart rate file generated from the heart monitor (Abstract and Fig. 3, 
discloses a computer system that stores (i.e. uploads) video and audio data (i.e. 
multimedia presentation and (Col. 8, Lines 20-46) raw physiological data (i.e. heart rate 
data) about the user and the environment the user is in). 

Therefore, from the teaching of Abbott, III et al., it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the Strub et 
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al. and Hayward et al. combination to include a distribution computer as taught by 
Abbott, III et al. in order to provide later retrieval of information to users so that the user 
may view the presentation at a future time. 

As per Claim 11, Strub et al. discloses the claimed invention as applied to Claim 
9, above. However, Strub et al. fails to explicitly disclose a monitor. 

Hayward et al. discloses the use of haptic devices in conjunction with user- 
interface devices with the concept of a monitor for viewing at least a portion of the 
multimedia presentation (Col. 5, Lines 34-49, discloses a processor (i.e. computer) 
having a display screen which includes an LCD panel or a CRT monitor). 

Therefore, from the teaching of Hayward et al., it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the hybrid 
recording unit device for use in recording an event of Strub et al. to include a monitor as 
taught by Hayward et al. in order to provide the user with the ability to view the recorded 
information. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed July 23, 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

As per Claim 1, Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new rejection based on the amended claim. Applicant's arguments refer to 
the amended claim limitations. Applicant's arguments have been addressed in the 
rejection stated above. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/666,61 2 Page 1 0 

Art Unit: 3689 

As per Claims 2 and 3, Applicant argues Hayward fails to disclose recording 
haptic in conjunction with events as actually experienced by a participant in an event. 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. Examiner asserts Strub et al. discloses recording an 
event as actually experienced by a participant in an event (Abstract; Col. 4, Line 20-Col. 
5, Line 67). Hayward et al. discloses providing haptic when interacting with a computer 
or video system (i.e. an event). Examiner asserts it would have been obvious to modify 
the recording device of Strub et al. to include haptic information as taught by Hayward 
et al. in order to provide a realistic simulation of an event. 

As per Claim 6, all rejections made towards the dependent claim are maintained 
due to the lack of reply by the applicant in regards to distinctly and specifically point out 
the supposed errors in the examiner's action in the prior Office Action (37 CFR 1.111 ). 
The Examiner asserts that the applicant fails to explicitly stated how the prior art (Strub 
and Hayward) fails to disclose the claim limitations. 

As per Claims 9-11, Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new rejection based on the amended claims. Applicant's arguments refer 
to the amended claim limitations. Applicant's arguments have been addressed in the 
rejection stated above. 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to FONYA LONG whose telephone number is (571)270- 
5096. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur 7:30am-6:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Janice Mooneyham can be reached on (571) 272-6805. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IF. U 

Examiner, Art Unit 3689 



/Janice A. Mooneyham/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3689 



